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REMARKS 

Claims 1-8, 10-14, 16-23, 25-39, 41 and 55-61, 63-74, 76-91, 93-106, 108, 110- 
142 are pending in the present application. Claims 1-8, 10-14, 16-23, 41, 66-72 and 80-89 have 
been allowed. In the Office Action dated May 19, 2005, the Examiner rejected claims 55-61, 73, 
74, 79, 90, 91, 99-106 and 109 under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by newly cited U.S. 
Application Publication 2004/0219746 to Vaarstra et al. ("Vaarstra"). Claims 55-61, 73-74 and 
79 are thus rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Vaarstra. Claims 90, 91 and 
99-106 and 109 are thus rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Vaarstra. 
Claims 64 and 65 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as anticipated by or, in the alternative, 
under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over newly cited United States Patent Publication No. 
2004/0219746 to Vaarstra. Claim 109 is thus rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Vaarstra. Claims 64 and 65 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as anticipated 
by or, in the alternative, under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over Vaarstra. Specifically, claims 
64 and 65 depend on independent claim 55, which is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Vaarstra. Claims 77 and 78 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as anticipated 
by or, in the alternative, under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over Vaarstra. Claims 97 and 98 
were rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by or, in the alternative, under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over Vaarstra. Claims 62, 63, 75, 92-96, 107 and 108 were objected to 
as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would be allowable if re- written in 
independent form to include the limitations of its independent and any intervening claim. 

The Examiner is thanked for his careful examination of the present application 
and for his indication of allowable subject matter. Applicants are therefore amending claims in 
the present application in order to conform with the Examiner's indication of allowable subject 
matter. It is understood, however, that the applicants do not agree with the Examiner's rejections 
based on the cited references, and are amending claims solely for the purpose of expediting the 
issuance of the allowable subject matter. Applicants therefore reserve the right to include any of 
the present claims, in non-amended form, in any continuation, divisional or continuation-in-part 
application. 

Claim 55 has been amend to include the limitations of former dependent claim 62. 
New claim 1 10 is former independent claim 55 re-written to include the limitations of dependent 
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claim 63. Claim 73 has been amended to include the limitations of former dependent claim 75. 
New claim 120 is former independent claim 73 re-written to include the limitations of dependent 
claim 76. Claim 90 has been amended to include the limitations of former dependent claim 92. 
New claim 126 is former independent claim 90 re-written to include the limitations of dependent 
claim 95. Claim 100 has been amended to include the limitations of former dependent claim 
107. New claim 135 is former independent claim 100 re-written to include the limitations of 
dependent claim 108. 


Claim 109 has been cancelled as requested by the Examiner. 

All of the claims remaining in the application are now clearly allowable. 


Favorable consideration and a timely Notice of Allowance are earnestly solicited. 
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Respectfully submitted, 


DORSEY & WHITNEY LLP 



Marcus Simon 
Registration No. 50,258 
Telephone No. (206) 903-8787 


Page 19 of 19 


